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ATTENTION, PLEASE* 


Members who have failed to re- 
ceive a copy of the Draft Treaty of 
Disarmament and Security will please 
notify this office. A duplicate copy 
will be mailed you upon request. 

Every member should have this 
pamphlet for study and reference. 


Entered as second 
classe matter December 
2, 1921, at the Post 
Oflee at New York, 
N. Y., under the act 
of March 3, 1879. 


Pemiodica! Division, 


Labvevy of Congress, 


Washimgton, D. ©- 


HONOR TO WHOM 


HONOR 


N January of this year the Army and 
Navy Journal announced that the War 
Department had approved the “mobiliza- 
tion day plans on which the general staff 
officers had been working for months.” In 
April, the publicity bureau of the War De- 
partment announced through a special 
newspaper article that the day was set for 
September 12—‘Mobilization Day, as it is 
to be called.” Widespread protests imme- 
diately began to pour into the War Depart- 
ment from all sections of the country. 
Church papers were particularly emphatic, 
the Christian Register calling it “the worst 
exhibition of the bristling war spirit since 
Wilhelm rushed in madness from maneuver 
to maneuver in the decade preceding the 
great war.” Various organizations, in- 
cluding the California Federation of 
Women’s Clubs and the Executive Board 
of the National League of Women Voters, 
passed resolutions against it. In the fore- 
front of the fight has been the National 
Council for the Prevention of War, which 
launched a vigorous campaign against the 
movement. 

President Coolidge has now taken a 
hand. In an open letter to Frederick J. 
Libby, Secretary of the N. C. P. W., he 
protested that the term “Mobilization 
Day” was unofficial and misleading, and 
that those who called it such had been “ut- 
terly unfair.” He referred to it as “In- 
spection Day” and “Defense Day,” and 
asserted that the plan was a non-militar- 
istic gesture for keeping down to its low- 
est possible point the professional military 
organization of the United States. General 
Pershing has explained that on that day 
“everyone will learn his place and portion 
in the defense of the country should our 
security be threatened.” 

The New York Herald-Tribune scores 
the widespread protests as “pacifist 


mania,” dismisses the “alarm at the 
projected ‘mobilization’” as “hysterical 
perversion,” and declares in a phrase that 
has a familiar ring that “preparedness is 
less of a provocation to war than unpre- 
paredness is.” 

Prussian “preparedness” was justified 
on no greater and no less grounds. In any 
event, Potsdam holds a prior international 
copyright on the idea, and simple courtesy 
impels us to give due credit for the use 
of the term. But the Prussian idea did 
not work. General Pershing, in Decem- 
ber, 1920, said in a public speech that 
“the lessons of the last six years 
should be enough to convince everybody 
of the danger of the nations striding up 
and down the earth armed to the teeth.” 
General Tasker H. Bliss, former Chief of 
Staff, said at about the same time, “In 
future no nation can rely upon its pre- 
paredness unless it conduct these [civilj 
activities in time of peace with a view to 
their best employment in war... The 
status of the civilized part of the world 
will be literally that of an armed truce, 
with its entire population ready for 
prompt mobilization, industrial as well as 
military. And that status will grow to be 
so intolerable that war itself may come to 
be regarded as a relief [italics ours].” 

In any event, there are thousands of un- 
deniably patriotic Americans, who fought 
in 1917 and would fight again if neces- 
sary, who are “taking alarm” at the 
projected mobilization, who would lift 
their eyebrows at being told they were 
victims of “hysterical perversion” and who 
deeply resent being called unpatriotic be- 
cause they question the wisdom or effec- 
tiveness of the gesture planned by the War 
Department. Thousands of others will re- 
spond enthusiastically. Thousands, again, 
who secretly resent it will turn out with 
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the rest on September 12, because, with an 
inner eye on their neighbors, they will lack 
the courage to say openly that they think 
it Chauvinist folly. They may have agreed 
with the remarks of Secretary Hughes in 
a speech delivered after the “Defense Test 
Day” was planned: 


So far as we can see into the future we 
are safe from the slightest danger of ag- 
gression. We know that in no power or 
possible combination of powers lies any 
menace to our security. There is no occa- 
sion to vindicate our proper authority, for 
no one challenges it. There is no reason 
to demonstrate our ability to take care of 
ourselves, for no one doubts it. 


Nevertheless, a goodly number will fall 
into line rather than risk facing, on a 
smaller scale, perhaps, such a scandalous 
and unsportsmanlike attack as that lev- 
elled by Brigadier-General A. J. Bowley at 
Frederick J. Libby of the National Council 
for Prevention of War, who ventured to 
disagree with him. 

General Bowley, searching around for a 
knockout blow against a pestilential paci- 
fist, hit on the brilliant but not original 
expedient of asserting that the N. C. P. W. 
was “the tool or organ of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment, that Mr. Libby had been edu- 
cated for the promotion of Communism in 
Russia or by Russians, that he taught 
Communism in Pennsylvania, and that he 
has as his impelling motive the overthrow 
of the Government by force and violence.” 
This is a falsehood, as was easily proved. 
General Bowley promised to produce 
“proofs,” but has failed to do so, although 
four months have elapsed. But General 
Bowley goes unrebuked by the War De- 
partment in spite of two protests to Secre- 
tary Weeks. 

There are high-minded and intelligent 
men of unquestioned purpose—patriots, if 
you will—who sincerely believe in super- 
preparedness as a preventive of war. 
There are equally sincere and intelligent 
citizens who, not yielding a jot to the 
former in their patriotism, agree with 
Brigadier-General Frederick Maurice that 
preparedness inevitably leads to war. 
There is room for honest and spirited dis- 
agreement. But if the sponsors of “De- 
fense Test Day” are driven to such despic- 
able methods as General Bowley used to 
intimidate those who question its wisdom, 
the nation has fallen to low estate. It 
gives rise to wonder whether the “national 
honor” is honorably defended by organ- 
ized, official, unrebuked lying. 

CHRISTINA MERRIMAN. 


HE French Council of National De- 

fense has approved the Draft Treaty of 
Mutual Assistance, usually called the Cecil- 
Réquin Plan, recently rejected by the 
United States, Great Britain and Canada.* 
The approval takes on added significance 
from the fact that the president of the in- 


* News Bulletin, Vol. TIT, Nos. 36 and 37. 
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vestigating commission, Paul Boncour, is a 
leading French Socialist and an associate 
ot M. Herriot. 

The French press has manifested con- 
siderable irritation over the rejection of 
the Treaty by the British. 


HE plenary session of the Interallied 

Conference has been postponed from 
day to day, as we go to press (Tuesday), 
because of the inability of the Committees 
to reach a satisfactory agreement. Per- 
haps the most interesting of the many 
unconfirmed reports is the assertion that 
as a result of Secretary Hughes’ interven- 
tion, Herriot has decided to agree to cer- 
tain important and perhaps inevitable 
compromises, and to appeal to the coun- 
try, on his return, if the threatened attack 
by the Nationalist Bloc under Poincaré 
materializes. 


League Notes 

ROFESSOR ALBERT EINSTEIN re- 

signed a year ago from the Committee 
on Intellectual Cooperation of the League 
of Nations with the flat declaration that 
“the League of Nations as it functions at 
present not only does not embody the ideal 
of an international organization, but actu- 
ally destroys it.” He later said that he 
had acted mistakenly and that, bad as the 
League might be in regard to accomplish- 
ment, “it is tremendously important in re- 
spect to the possibilities which lie con- 
cealed within it.” He has now at the invi- 
tation of the League, rejoined the Commit- 
tee from which he resigned with the decla- 
ration that European conditions have 
markedly changed in the past year and 
that he sees now everywhere “hope and 
good will.” 


Brazil has taken the lead in accrediting 
to the League of Nations a permanent re- 
presentative of ambassadorial] rank. 

Argentina, although an inactive mem- 
ber since 1921, has recently paid her as- 
sessment towards the expenses of the 
League for the past three years. 

Mr. Manley O. Hudson, who sends us 
these notes, adds: 

“It is possible that some additions may be 
made to the membership of the League by 
the next Assembly. . . . The Soviet Govern- 
ment has recently shown a desire for informal 
representation. The subject of Germany’s 
admission is now being widely discussed; it 
seems to be the general view that this de- 
pends on Germany’s own desires. If the ex- 
ecution of the Dawes Report proceeds ac- 
cording to present prospects there can be 
little doubt that the French, English and Ital- 
ian Governments will support the admission 
of Germany if Germany will apply. But with 
the present reactionary movements under 
way in Germany it is doubtful whether Ger- 
many will apply. 

Movements of Naval Vessels 

The United States has sent a battleship 
to Persia, England has sent a battleship 
to Brazil, and Argentina has sent a battle- 
ship to the Boston Navy Yard to be 
brought up to date. 
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